The carcinogenicity of chemicals, both synthetic and naturally occurring, provides a subject of intense personal interest to the general public. The public debate on these issues is frequently confused by the inaccurate assessment of experimental or epidemiological data by people with little experience in this field. The Monographs provide outstanding examples of reliable opinions on experimental and epidemiological studies in this difficult area. I The book has been well written and edited with few typographical errors. It is somewhat expensive for an 80-page paperback (about 3.5p per text page). My one major criticism was the quality of the 3 photomicrographs. This, I'm sure, was partly the consequence of the printing process, but their quality and clarity did not reach the standards of the rest of the text. Consequently the mitoses in Plate 1 are difficult to identify (arrows would have helped). Plate 3 was equally difficult for the uninitiated reader; labelled cells could be seen with difficulty, even if one knew what to look for. Since the preface clearly indicates that the book is designed to introduce the reader to the subject, I think it is unfortunate that the plates were not better. I also found it somewhat surprising that the book omitted reference to the original 1953 cell-cycle paper of Howard and Pelc.
The authors point out in the preface that this is not a recipe book, but I feel that brief recipes of the major techniques would have been helpful to the type of reader at whom the book is directed.
I found that I had personal misgivings about some of the statements and interpretations, particularly when some techniques are applied to highly organized tissues which are much more complex in terms of their cellular heterogeneity than any cell-culture system. However, the general content of the book was good, and it should prove to be a useful asset to research laboratories, particularly for those beginning to work in the field. I found the summaries at the end of each section very helpful.
C also reported. From these items, various points are of interest. The first is that 1 in 20 in the United Kingdom die of carcinoma of the gastrointestinal tract. It was felt that more attention should be paid to the epidemiology of this group of diseases, and in practical terms, the Office of Population and Censuses should not be deprived of resources. Dietary and other carcinogenic factors certainly require more interest and financial support. In the diagnostic section, the need for support for programmes involved in early diagnosis was emphasized.
In the sections on therapy, identification of wrhy patients did better at specialist centres needed explanation as soon as possible. The use of neutron therapy, particularly in gastric carcinoma should be extended to early cases. Adjuvant chemotherapy as the basis of controlled clinical trials should be re-evaluated. It wNias suggested that there should be 3 coordinating groups for gastro-intestinal malignant diseases: in gastric cancer, colo-rectal cancer and lymphoma of the gastro-intestinal tract.
Meetings such as this serve to highlight areas of progress and lack of progress and are invaluable at the national level for the organization of clinical trials in these malignant diseases.
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